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Because of the world-wiele aHention which has been
focused upon the Univenity of Mississippi b, connection with the Meredith Case, the members of the Chancellor's Advisory Council and Board of Govemors of
the Program For A Grealer Univenity of Mississippi are
happy to reprint the text of 'his address by the Chancellor and make it available for general cRstribution.

PROGRAM FOR A GREATER UNIVERSITY OF MISSISSIPPI
115 LYCEUM BUILDING, UNIVERSITY, MISSISSIPPI

he history of The Commonwealth Club
of California, the widespread influence
for good that it has. and the Iist of i 1lustrious persons who have preceded me on
this rostrum make me keenly aware of the
honor you have done me by your invitation.
At the same time. when I reflect upon the
train of events that brought me to this place to
speak to you on "The University and Integration," my pride in being here is somewhat
chastened. I have been given some prominence by the integration crisis at the University of Mississippi but to recall the anecdote
about the man being ridden out of town on a
rail it has been a mighty uncomfortable way
to achieve the honor.
The months just past have been ones 0
terrible stress for me, for the faculty and staff,
for all those who love the University. When J
consider the price that has been paid for this
determined attempt to integrate the University
of Mississippi and the equ.ally determined attempt made by powerful forces to resist such
integration the cost in money, in reputation,
in good will, in human suffering I am appalled.
It is not my purpose to spend the moments
you have allowed me in giving just one more
version of "The Meredith Case, and yet the
Meredith case is the obvious point of departure
for all that I do have to say. Let me begin,
then, with a swift recapitulation of the more
salient facts.
U

By Constitutional provision, the University
of Mississippi is under the management and
control of the Board of Trustees of State Insti1

tutions of Higher Learning. Such policy-making and adm'inistrative powers as the University
has are delegated to it by the Board. Until last
September, none of the State institutions of
higher learning had admitted Negroes except
the three institutions specifically establ ished
for them.
In January of 1961 James Meredith, a Negro, applied for admission to the University.
He was advised that he did not meet certain of
the University's requirements for admission.
In May, 1961, he filed a complaint in Federal
District Court, maintaining that he had been
denied because of his race and requesting an
injunction requiring his admission to the University, and further requiring that all the State
institutions of higher leamin,g admit Negroes
under the same terms and conditions applicable to other students. The defendants in thecase were the members of the Board of Trustees and administrative officers of the University.
The District Court found for the defendants. The case was immediately appealed,
the Circuit Court ruled for the plaintiff, and a
sweeping Federal injunction was issued ordering the Board of Trustees and the University to
enroll James Meredith. It was at this point
that the executive, legislative, and judicial
branches of the Mississippi State government
all went into action.
Without going into all the complexities of
the case, let me note that both the State and
the Federal governments claimed paramount
jurisdiction. The Board was enjoined against
admitting Meredith and enjoined against denying him admission. The Board membe.rs could
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not permit Meredith to enroll without breaking
a State law carrying a prison sentence. and they
could not block his enrollment without risking
i'mprisonment on Federal contempt charges. At
one point, under provisions set forth in the
State Constitution. the Board delegated certain
authority to the Governor of the State to act
for them. On instructions from a Federal
Court they later resumed this authority. but the
Governor continued to act in the case under
the police powers of his office.
Meredith was twice prevented from regis..
tering as a student by the Governor and once
by the Lieutenant Governor. A fourth attempt
was begun but was cancelled before Meredith
reached the campus. Finally just before dark
on Sunday. September 30. with less than one
hour's notice to the University's administration, Meredith was admitted to the campus
under the guard of hundreds of Federal mar··
shals. ., Their arrival touched off a bloody riot
which provided a Roman holiday for newspaper -.
readers and television viewers, and which gave
our University its unenviable notoriety. In the
mob were some of our own students and students from at least thirteen other universities
and colleges; there were Mississippians other
than students, but the majority of the mob
were outsiders from all over the South and
Southwest. When the thousands of troops
who were rushed to the scene finally quelled
the riot. two men were dead. perhaps two
hundred were injured, and property damage
amounted to thousands of dollars.
Meredith remained at the University under
a heavy guard of marshals and of armed soldiers, but for weeks the campus seethed with
unrest. It is Quiet at Oxford now, and I pray
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God it will remain so; but the present peace
does not take away from the tragedy of last
autumn.
This is what happened. No doubt here in
California, 2,000 miles away, you have asked,
"Why did it happen? How could it have happened?"
can in some measure answer these ques- '
tions. As an American citizen I cannot condone defiance of law, rioting, wiflful destruction of property, murder. I make no attempt
to achieve your acceptance of what happened
but only your understanding of it.
J

The Civil War is not so far away from us
in Mississippi. My office is in the building
which housed the entire University in 1861.
From it marched away The University Greys, a
Confederate unit made up entirely of our students, not one of whom ever returned to the
University.
A defeated and pillaged people do not
easily forget. The bitterness of that defeat was
burned into our memory by the savage rule,
imposed from without, of the Reconstruction
Era. Jealousy and a certain distrust of the
Federal Government exist throughout this
country. It is an established fact of political
life in Mississippi and in the rest of the Deep
South.
Then there is the "Southe'rn way of life,"
the social pattern of the complete separation
of the races which not even the bloodiest war
in our history and the century since then had
changed in its essentials. You who hear me
may be utterly opposed to this system; but a-

I
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gain, in Mississippi, it is a fact of existance.
..
No other way of life appears acceptable.
.

Even so, you may well ask, could not Mississippians see in recent years that the advancing tide of school integration would not stop
at the State's borders? Perhaps it was an unwillingness to see, yyt once more the attitude
was understandable.4 Most of the State's citizens sincerely believed that the old solution of
"separate but equal" facilities would answer
in Mississippi in spite of the Supreme Court's
decision to the contrary in 1954, and that we
needed only to upgrade our Negro schools. In
consequence, since 1954 Mississippi has spent
nearfy twice as much money building schools
for her Negro minority than for her white majority.

I

What else was the average MisSissippian
to believe when he read nothing else in his
newspapers, when he heard little else from his
political leaders? A practical politician in the
Deep South wourd no more advocate school integration than a candidate for mayor in your
city would run on a platform advocating earthquakes.
Add to this the fact that for nearly seven
years after the Supreme Court decision there
was no serious attempt to integrate a Mississippi school, and you can better understand
ho\-\/ the feeling of "it can't happen here" could
settle into a conviction.
I am reminded of the anecdote of the old
farmer who was attending his first religious
revival service. The preacher was an imaginative man, and he described in dramatic detail
the tortures which the Devil would inflict upon
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the damned. At the end of the sermon the old
farmer worked his way down to the pulpit and
told the preacher he just couldn't believe the
Devil would behave so. "Folks just wouldn't
stand for it! he insisted.
lit

So Mississippians believed about integration in their State _uFolks just wouldn't stand
for it" and I am convinced that much of the
fury of our campus that black September night
sprang from frust:ation, from a kind of intellectual outrage that comes when one is forced
to acknowledge what he could not believe was
possible.
-There was more involved than the questoon of racial integration, however. The question of States Rights enters in. "States Rights"
is an increasingly important political issue in
many parts of the country. In the Deep South
substantial men, men of good will, men like
yourselves, find it a matter of deep concern.
Many citizens who would be considered very
liberal on the race question are deeply concerned about the constantly decreasing role of
the state in the government of its citizens.
Southerners have been shaped and moulded by their history, and they are a proud peopleD They believe they know best how to settle their own issues, and they want no interference. Even so compassionate a man as my
famous fellow-townsman William Faulkner felt
this. I think the character Gavin Stevens, in
Intruder in the Dust, speaks for Faulkner when
he says:
I'm defending Sambo from the
North and East and West the outlanders who will fling him decades
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back not merely into injustice but into
grief and agony and violence too by
forcing on us laws based on the idea
that man's injustice to man can be
abolished overnight by police. Sambo
will suffer it of course; there are not
enough of him yet to do anything else.
And he will endure it, absorb it and
survive because he is Sambo and has
that capacity; he' wi II even beat us
there because he has the capacity to
endure and survive but he will be
thrown back decades and what he
survives to may not be worth having
because by that time divided we may
have lost America ... I only say th.a t
the injustice is ours, the South's. We
must expiate and abolish it ourselves,
lalone and without help nor even ad•
vice.
Thus~

when the time came for Meredith
to enroll at the University of Mississippi, there
were many issues at stake. This was a test,
and it was recognized as a test by all those
concerned. Unwillingly, and almost unwittingly, our quiet, tree-shaded campus became
the battleground for a decisive struggle between opposing schools of thought--ethical,
pol itica I, and sociological.

•

That battle is certainly not over; but, three
weeks ago when James Meredith registered
for our spring semester without the slightest
appearance of an incident, I saw reason to hope
that there would be no more violence over this
issue on American campuses. Perhaps o~t of
our suffering has come the wholesome determination that our experience shall not be repeated eJsewhere. Possibly Clemson College
7
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owes something to us for her own peaceful integration last month.
,

Just how seriously have we been damaged
by our crisis? It is too early to assess the cost
as yet, but we know that we have been hurt.
For one thing, we have been attacked consist'e ntly and almost unanimously in the national
press. Some of the attacks I think have been
unfair. We have made mistakes certainly I
have made mistakes; but I might remark that a
sparrow caught in a badminton game is not always in the best position to make the wisest
decisions.
We have lost some prestige in the academic world. We have had to defend ourselves
against the threat of loss of accreditation. We
have lost some good f-aculty members, and we
may lose more. We have lost some good students, and some good students who would once
have come to us may not d'o so now. We have
been turned down on some projects that we
believe would otherwise have been approved.
And yet, at least within the context of my
own educational philosophy, we have won a
notable victory. We might well have been
destroyed yet we have survived. I believe we
shall continue to survive, and survive as a
truly strong university, not merely as the husk
and shell of a university.
I shall return to this point in a few moments, but first let me recapitulate. In dealing with my topic, "The Universi.ty and Integration," I have tried to convey to you what
has happened at the University of Mississippi,
why it happened, and what some of the implications of those happenings are'. Now I
8
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want to turn to the broader topic of integration
in all the state-supported institutions of higher learning in the South.

\0

We can be sure there will be attempts to '
enroll more Negroes in schools previously
closed to them. The aggressive organizations
pressing this campaign will not slacken their
efforts. On the pol itica I scene, the Democratic
Party is committed to furthering such integra- ·
tion, and the Republican Party cannot abandon
its historic role as the defender of the rights
of the individual. The Supreme Court is most
unlikely to change the tenor of its decisions.
As Finley Peter Dunne's Mr. Dooley observed,
"The Supreme Court follows the election retums. "
Just as certainly there will be continued
Southern opposition to integration. Neither
laws nor sermons nor logical arguments nor
economic expediency can work a rapid change
in social attitudes so deeply rooted and so
charged with emotion.
What will come in the next few years out
of this struggle to integrate the Soutnem universities is difficult to predict. Many Deep
South state institutions may maintain a de
facto but not a de jure segregation, using social
pressures to accomplish what was once accomplished by state laws. M'o re probable is a pattern of token integration, such as now exists
at the University of Mississippi and Clemson
College. Most desired by liberal Negro leaders
and most bitterly opposed by most of the South
is full integration, with Negroes admitted freely to all universities and finding sufficient
social acceptance there to lead the normal life
of a college student.
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This last this situation which is considered ideal by so many Americans·- let me say
frankly, shows no substantial signs of achievement in the state universities of the Deep
South.
A state institution is very close to the
people of the state. In many ways this is
good, for the ideal state university is delicately
responsive to the varying needs of those whom
it serves. At the same time, this closeness
makes for effective political and social pressures which are hard to withstand. Instances
of their influence come readily to mind
Bertrand Russell's being forbidden to teach in
New York because of his controversial views
on marriage, the forcing out of an Iowa State
professor who published a factual study of the
relative merits of oleomargarine and "the
high-price spread, n the long and painful
loyalty-oath controversy at your University of
California. The controversy over the integration of Southern state universities will not be
settled on the university campuses alone; and
the administrators of those universities must
look' forward to stormy years.

i_

What those who direct the course of these
universities, and those who teach in them.
must do is to keep their perspective with regard to this tangled question of integration.
We must keep our eyes firmly fixed upon the
true mission of the university. Our trinity
must be teaching, research, and service.
A university does not exist for the purpose
of holding the line against racial mixing. Neither is its primary function to lead the campaign for integration. Its supreme obligation.
which no lesser purpose must be allowed to
10

supersede, is to pass on to our youth through
teaching the knowledge SO painfully accumulated in centuries past, to add to that knowledge through research, and to use that knowledge for human good through service. We
must meet the trials that lie berfore us with the
best wisdom we can muster, and that best
wisdom will keep us true to our real vocation.

•

The South needs good educational institutions desperately, needs them now as never
before. A great university is too precious to
be sacrificed to the demands of the extremists
of either the right or left wing groups. We
must make every effort to guard our effectiveness as educational institutions, whether the
threat comes from demagogues or if you will
accept the paradox from idealists.
Because of this problem of racial integration, I look to the future of the university in
the South with deep concern, but also with
deep faith. All around me in the Southern
universities I see dedicated men of character,
men who know how much they are needed in
the South, men who see the worth of what
they are doing, men who realize that nowhere
else in America can their weight count for so
much. Some able men will leave us, I know,
shaking the dust off their feet as they turn
away; but others will stay to see this struggle
through.
May I say in closing that this struggle is
not ours alone, but yours too. America is one
nation. What hurts a part, hurts the whole.
The South today is the nation's frontier, a rich
land, still unexpf'Oited. The South has a tradition and a culture that A'merica cannot afford
to lose. The South has a tremendous contribu-
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tion to make to America which cannot be
real ized if her universities lose thei r vigor and
effectiveness through dissension.
"

My own conviction is that the university's
real mission is neither to integrate nor to segregate, but to educate. That is our calling,
and it is not too much to call it a sacred one"
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